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1. Applicant's election of Group I, claims 1-10, 12 and 23-35 in the reply filed on 
May 9, 2007 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically 
point out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been 
treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

2. Claims 1-10, 12 and 23-35 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , it is unclear what difference there is between the mounting means (d) and 
the alignment means (e). Apparently, they both function to laterally move the holding 
plate relative to the mounting plate. Also, by the way the claim reads, the alignment 
means is apparently part of the mounting means. Clarification is required as to what the 
differences are between these claimed elements. In claim 23, line 4, "mounting" should 
apparently be -mounting means-, since the claims are directed to the apparatus. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Harper (see 462, 430, 405 and 470 in Fig. 4). 
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Harper discloses the instant apparatus for patterning a magnetic recording medium 
including an imprinting surface (ie, stamper) 462, a top die (ie, holding plate) 430, a 
support portion (ie, mounting plate) 405 and pico actuators (ie, alignment devices for 
laterally moving the stamper/holding plate laterally relative to the mounting plate. 
Clearly, the imprinting surface is attached in some manner to the top die, which is 
equivalent to the instant holding plate. Since the pico actuators move the imprinting 
surface, they are also inherently moving the top die/holding plate laterally relative to the 
support portion/mounting plate. It is also submitted that some kind of means for 
mounting the stamper to the top die/holding plate and some kind of means for mounting 
the top die/holding plate to the support portion/mounting plate is inherent in Harper, 
such being set forth in instant claim 1 . Claim 23, which does not recite these structures, 
is clearly anticipated. 

4.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10, 12 and 24-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over either of Harper in view of Takahashi (see Fig. 1, part numerals 40, 

38, 54, 48, 47a-47c and 44). 

Harper discloses the basic claimed apparatus as set forth in paragraph 3, supra, the 
primary reference essentially lacking the aspects of the vacuum means and (at least 
clearly defined) mechanical means to hold the stamper to the holding plate. As set forth 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,450 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1732 

in paragraph 3, supra, it is believed that some kind of means for mounting the stamper 
to the top die/holding plate and some kind of means for mounting the top die/holding 
plate to the support portion/mounting plate is inherent in Harper. If not, then Takahashi 
clearly teaches vacuum means (48, 47a-47c) and mechanical ring means (magnet 44) 
by which a stamper (40) is directly attached to a disc cavity plate (ie, holding plate 38). 
Note that the disc cavity plate is directly attached to a mounting plate (54). It is 
submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have 
modified the structure of Harper as taught by Takahashi in order to facilitate the 
exchange of stampers as desired. It is submitted that making all structures circular 
would have been obvious dependent on the exact structure desired for the holding and 
mounting means. Clearly, the stamper would be circular when molding a circular disk 
and one of ordinary skill would have found making the other structures circular well 
within the skill level of the art. In this regard, see Harper, col. 9, lines 3-7. Harper also 
teaches an elastomer pad (see 161 in Fig. 1) which would have rendered instant claim 
10 obvious. The pico actuators are used to move the stamper (and apparently top die) 
and it certainly would have been within the skill level of the art to employ conventional 
lasers and other optical means to ensure that the stamper is correctly positioned relative 
to the support or disc to be imprinted. Also, it is submitted that the pico actuators of 
Harper would be interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as being inclusive of 
"micrometer screw means" as set forth in the instant claims, or at the very least render 
the instant obvious thereover. 
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5.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 



M. Vargot 
July 9, 2007 
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